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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 21 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. The term "accepted security measures" is vague and 
indefinite, as no objective standard for determining what would be "acceptable" has 

* 

been set forth. 

4 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 7-10, 14 and 18-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Siefert (5,810,605) in view of Sonnenfeld. Siefert discloses in 
column 2, line 28 to column 9, line 25 of the specification a method of teaching 

■ 

comprising the steps of establishing a learning profile regarding the user, locating and 
obtaining learning material from existing content on a computer network regarding a 
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particular subject, and providing the identified material to the user according to the 
profile. While Siefert discloses in Figure 1 and in column 5, line 54 to column 6, line 30 

« 

that the method is performed over a network of computers comprising a plurality of 
repositories, which are storage devices each containing existing educational material, 
Siefert does not specifically disclose the use of the method over the Internet. 
Sonnenfeld discloses in column 8, line 46 to column 10, line 60 of the specification an 
interactive teaching method comprising providing educational materials storing the 
materials in a computer, and providing tests to the user based on the content. 
Sonnenfeld further discloses in several places, as for example in column 3, lines 25-27 
and in column 9, line 66 to column 10, line 13 that the educational material can be 
gathered from the Internet. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
relevant art to modify the method disclosed in Siefert by gathering the content over the 
Internet as disclosed by Sonnenfeld for the purpose of allowing the user to remotely 
access a wide array of content, particularly in light of the fact that Sonnenfeld discloses 
in column 4, lines 63-67, that the network computers used in connection with the 
method can be connected by public data networks or commercially available telephone 
channels. With respect to claims 7-9 and 18-20, Siefert discloses in column 4, lines 33- 
41 that testing of the user on the content is periodically performed, and that the profile is 
modified in response thereto.' 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Siefert 
(5,810,605) in view of Sonnenfeld, and further in view of Gonzalez. Siefert as viewed in 
combination with Sonnenfeld discloses all of the limitations of the claims with the 



Application/Control Number: 10/662,033 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3714 

exception of the use of a bot to search the Internet. This feature is well known in the 
art, as disclosed for example in column 3, lines 8-14 of Gonzalez. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the relevant art to modify the method disclosed in 
Siefert as viewed in combination with Sonnenfeld by providing a bot for the purpose of 
quickly searching the Internet for educational material delivered over a computer 
network. 

Claims 3, 1 1 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Siefert (5,810,605) in view of Sonnenfeld, and further in view of Dornbush. Siefert 
as viewed in combination with Sonnenfeld discloses all of the limitations of the claims 
with the exception of the use of a relational database and an object model database. 
Both of these database types are well known in the art, as disclosed for example in 
column 5, lines 7-16 of Dornbush. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the relevant art to modify the method disclosed in Siefert as viewed in combination with 
Sonnenfeld by providing a relational database and an object model database for the 
purpose of storing data related to educational material delivered over a computer 
network. 

Claims 4, 12, 13 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Siefert (5,810,605) in view of Sonnenfeld and Dornbush, and further 
in view of Theilmann. Siefert as viewed in combination with Sonnenfeld and Dornbush 
discloses all of the limitations of the claims with the exception of the use of metadata. 
This feature is well known in the art, as disclosed for example in column 3, line 66 to 
column 4, line 9 of Theilmann. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
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relevant art to modify the method disclosed in Siefert as viewed in combination with 
Sonnenfeld and Dornbush by providing metadata for the purpose of quickly correlating 
data related to educational material delivered over a computer network. 

Claims 5, 6 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Siefert (5,81 0,605) in view of Sonnenfeld, and further in view of Theilmann. Siefert 
as viewed in combination with Sonnenfeld discloses all of the limitations of the claims 
with the exception of the use of metadata. This feature is well known in the art, as 
disclosed for example in column 3, line 66 to column 4, line 9 of Theilmann. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the relevant art to modify the method 
disclosed in Siefert as viewed in combination with Sonnenfeld by providing metadata for 
the purpose of quickly correlating data related to educational material delivered over a 
computer network. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Sanda, Ho and Helmick disclose the use of relational and object 
based ddatabases to store educational material. Hopkins, Krebs, Chan, Buckley and 
Slattery disclose the use of metadata in an educational setting. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kurt Fernstrom whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
4422. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:30-6:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jessica Harrison can be reached on (571) 272-4449. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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